
1. INTRODUCTION

The ‘Chongqing model’ concerns a series of social and economic 
policies implemented in the Chinese megalopolis of Chongqing in 
2007 towards housing in particular migrant workers. This model 
involved a major social upheaval seeking to balance inequalities 
in society and especially those regarding accommodation. The 
Chinese term Lianzufang literally means ‘low-rent housing’, but 
it has also been translated as ‘social rental housing’, ‘affordable-
rent housing’ (Zhu and Lee, 2010). This concept, which was also 
first proposed in China in 2009, has since become a model for 
other cities to follow in the steps of Chongqing’s ‘brave exploration’ 
and pioneering example. Over time, this model has been widely 
commended and, as stated, emulated by many other cities in China 
(Li and Driant, 2014).

To date, the Chongqing city government has accelerated 
its construction of low-rent housing for specific low income 

classes, and an objective assessment conveys the idea that an 
increasing number of communities are already being affordably 
accommodated (People’s Daily, February 2013). Although at the 
outset, the main hypotheses underlying this research are that the 
Chongqing model has contributed to the construction of more 
houses; its quantitative approach belies its qualitative aspects and 
even results in segregation through type of accommodation. 

The first stage of the ‘Chongqing model’ program involves 
constructing more than 40 million m2 of public housing over a 
ten-year period (2010-2020), with 30 million m2 to be constructed 
in the first three years (Romain 2011; People’s Daily, February 
2013). These records create an optimistic impression of the scale 
and ambition of the program regarding the Chongqing housing 
projects. However, after making a first-hand investigation of low-
rent housing in Chongqing, and the categorization of rooms in the 
new housing stock, the main challenge of this work is to examine 
the qualitative aspects to which Chongqing construction of low-
rent housing is in not accord with or have fallen below what 
promised standards should be. This may be due to the fact that 
complacence has arisen from the success of a number of proceeding 
housing projects.

In the first section of the analysis presented in our research, 
we examine the considerations on a healthy and sustainable 
neighborhood design. We focused on the direct examination of 
two particular neighborhoods and included personal contact with 
some tenants and other on-site observations. The second part of 
the analysis examines the quality of low-rent housing based on 
our survey data from the two biggest social housing complexes in 
Chongqing city. This analysis goes from the community experience 
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between tenants, to the annoyance of surrounding environment. 
Both residents’ intrusions and perceptions are generally discussed. 
These elements are used to give the full image on the quality of the 
housing units and of the neighborhoods.

The Chongqing low-rent housing cases present an opportunity to 
investigate and debate the psychological and social characteristics 
of the design of buildings or of sustainable public spaces together 
with their successes and failures. In an attempt to give a more 
precise meaning to the term ‘success and failure’ we have set the 
main objective to analyze the indicators in order to measure 
the phenomenon of quality of built low-rent housing units in 
Chongqing city. Related to this point, we include in our analysis 
several simple questions: what are the qualitative results at a ‘visible’ 
level on the general appearance, climatic-responsive conditions of 
the neighborhood? Is the housing satisfaction closely associated 
with the ‘invisible’ level on perceptions of friendliness, community 
spirit, a sense of collectivity (belonging) among neighborhoods? 
In this paper we conclude that the quantitative approach of 
Chongqing low-rent housing cases has disregarded its qualitative 
role in shaping the ‘visible and invisible’ outcomes.

2. THE CONSIDERATIONS ON SUSTAINABLE 
NEIGHBORHOOD DESIGN

As to whether a question concerning community gratification is 
expected to be a correct conductor to what respondents actually 
experience their neighborhood. In the present study, there are two 
dimensions for supporting a sustainable neighborhood: housing 
and neighborhood comfort. For example, paraphrasing Shumaker 
and Taylor (1983), a healthy neighborhood contains elements 
of a system including: cognition of satisfaction and expectations 
of stability, feelings of positive affect, greater knowledge of the 
locale, in return, tenants could serve to sustain or enrich the given 
location. Studies in Alison et al., (2002) put emphasis on residents’ 
satisfaction weighing heavier on the occupants’ perception of 
neighborhood (‘friendly people’, ‘warm place to live’, ‘pleasant’ and 
‘intimate community’, to use as a measure of the overall quality of a 
neighborhood rather than objective neighborhood conditions. This 
may assist scholars understanding what is meant by quality and 
what is vital to an integrated study of a sustainable neighborhood 
is the extent residents endeavor to contribute to their social lives. 
Most studies completed have focused their range of analysis on the 
neighborhood or community environment.

An architectural study also tries to investigate new relationships 
between the concepts of private and collective space as a means 
to develop new approaches to the idea of a community. Danish 
architect Gehl J (1987) pronounces a close correspondence between 
the level of communication and the quantifying degree of spatial 
sustainability. As indicated by Hall E T, a cultural anthropologist, 
in his book: The Hidden Dimension (1966), he reveals the use of 
the physical atmosphere in the organization and encouragement of 
social collaboration (interaction). 

Habraken (1998) suggested a healthy neighborhood is where 
intimate and unceasing interaction between people and the forms 
they reside in distinctively delineates them from their constructed 
environment. Correspondingly, other sociologists commonly use 
the term, ‘private’ and ‘community’ from a combined social and 
spatial perspective to address the reason for people’s choice of 

activities (Georjeanna et al., 1996; Mark T, 2001). Also, it is believed 
that secluded houses are often unable to support a sustainable and 
healthy community, reflected in the foreign cases of Jacobs (1961)—
low-rent projects that become poorer hubs of negligence, wreckage 
and general social desperateness. 

In truth, low-rent housing and its development was viewed as 
a program of one dimension—merely as a conglomeration of 
construction and private spaces, instead it has various degrees of 
connectivity in which private and public spaces are interwoven. Several 
scholars (Chavis and Wandersman, 1990; Bay J, 2004) concluded that 
even though limiting intrusion and family privacy are prized in the 
arrangement of neighborhood planning, correspondingly and from 
a more sustainable perspective, sharing in collective life binds people 
inside the house together and builds a neighboring environment on 
which we all depend and trust is more highly valued.”

The above quoted research findings on evaluating housing 
conditions in qualitative terms mainly regard people’s own 
assessments of community quality. Especially they point to the fact 
that satisfaction with housing is closely connected with tenants’ 
satisfaction with their neighborhood. In setting forth these theory 
contexts, the main question that guides our study is therefore: have 
the two typical low-rent housing projects in Chongqing in fact 
contributed to visible and intangible comfort in the community? Or 
more plainly: can the Chongqing model become a reliable example 
to be followed in China?

3. APPLYING ‘COMFORT’ TO WEIGH THE QUALITY OF 
NEIGHBORHOOD LIFE—CASES OF HIGH-RISE, LOW-RENT 

HOUSING IN CHONGQING

There are uncertainties as to whether an inquiry on neighborhood 
comfort is a correct measure of what respondents really experience 
in their neighborhood. In an effort to give a more detailed sense to 
the term ‘comfort’ and indicate how spatial characteristics, area-type 
and subjective neighborhood attributes influence neighborhood 
comfort using selected information drawn from a questionnaire 
survey of migrant tenants who live in the two biggest low-rent 
neighborhoods of Chongqing. 

We expected to discover more about two chief aspects. First, 
which qualities of the neighborhood environment give the 
impression being connected with house comfort? Secondly, what 
environmental attribute has actually produced a negative effect 
on neighborly comfort and overall community satisfaction?The 
subsequent case represents a ‘typical-type’ in low-rent housing 
patterns and aims at summarizing the theoretical background 
argued earlier in this paper. The case study focuses on the 
compounds of estates built through the Chongqing governmental 
subsidized accommodation program ‘Lianzu fang’. The fact is that 
the general intention of the new housing projects is for them to be 
collective structures, and to create an economic, low-rent tenement 
community housing the ‘urban poor’. 

Due to the strong need to provide low-rent dwellings for 
residents, the government has planned and developed its residential 
community with clear functions, including underground car 
parking and landscaped gardens. Although construction, 
maintenance, and the facilities of the housing are intended to be 
those of a low-cost tenement, what distinguishes both programs is a 
minimum provision of comfort.
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Table 1. Housing pattern illustration in Kangju xicheng (m2)

Analysis is based on filed observation by authors.

The visible comfort level
Architects and urban planners refer to visible comfort as having 

a significant role in housing preference and, the positive evaluation 
of dwellings by users. Up to now, in low-rent housing in China, the 
simplified modern combinations of living-dining or living-dining-
family type have been the main patterns, where each tenant can 
own ‘a piece of belonging’ and ‘a home’ in the host city. 

One feature noticed by some observers, was that the planners 
didn’t give much thought to supplying furniture and electrical 
appliances. The rental rooms must be furnished by the dwellers 
themselves according to their respective demands. When residents 
move in, they are supposed to buy the necessary furniture and 
living requisites. The typical rental house contains a cabinet 
(kitchen), gas stove and a wash stand (bathroom). The implication 
of these rental conditions is that the house is a makeshift home. 

Further interest in the visible comfort focuses on the ventilation 
system. As we see in Table 1, which we drew up based on field 
observation of Kangju xicheng community; it may provide detailed 
description of the insufficient design on spatial configuration. And 
the designer makes the point that the organization of ventilation in 
the home is poorly designed due to its use of the lowest standards 
set down for design. Although the low-rent houses are all equipped 
with a balcony which is quite elaborate, and a formal hall space with 
a full-length window to give an open and airy feeling, designers 
emphasized the importance of convenience, and space-dividing 

in the house planning, so they agreed to a minimal form with 
less emphasis on ventilation. The residents complained about the 
house-planner’s failure to find effective and economical methods 
for inner air circulation in the homes. 

The invisible comfort level
‘Invisible comfort’ is challenging to describe and housing has 

been widely recognized as a key element of livability and one of the 
important factors in human satisfaction and comfort. The entity of 
comfort is a judgment of the house itself, while the senses and sense 
of belonging to a neighborhood are reliant on the concept of subtle 
comforts.

Clearly, an initial effort is required to relate the purpose of low-
rent housing to the supply of temporary residences for low-income 
and moderate-income individuals and households. Upon closer 
examination, there are one or two common features in a simple 
arrangement—one is the portrayal of the boundary of the main 
door and path, the other is the relationship between each house. 
The first concept is clear: one, the sphere of privacy, a screen keeping 
dwellers from the onslaught of public demands and intrusion; 
second, the life that occurs between each house, with respect to 
seeing and hearing contacts (Gehl, 1996). 

Public spaces—the door, the path and ground garden
According to the present residents of two neighborhoods, the 

organizations and institutions that constitute the neighborhood 
are deemed acceptable, although the original architectural layout 
generally omitted close relations to the neighborhood community. 
In the majority of the present low-rent housing units, a path similar 
to other community facilities is referred to as being convenient 
because it functions merely as a means of conveyance in a highly 
generalized way. The corridor does not represent living spaces 
closely related to the social customs of salutation and receiving 
guests, it is just an element of access or environmental control. 
To a certain degree the sense of community is also related to the 
dynamic activities/contacts borne out of the housing planning—
the city as a mechanism for sustaining human contact as Alexander 
stated (1967). 

What is equally remarkable about the housing considerations 
given to the social planning itself is that they have been pushed into 
the background. Character is lacking and the façade is represented 
by hard materials such as concrete, nonporous brick. Being fully-
enclosed by erected walls, with a long corridor on each layer of the 
building means there are deficiencies in natural light, ventilation 
and semi-private space. Four elements were designated for 
investigation according to the succeeding extra principles [Table 2]:

These elements of living habitats present different spaces that 
need to be improved. In summary it can be said that the design 
of the details plays an important role with regard to human 
interaction and experiencing the outside world (Hall, 1966). In this 
way, residents’ interaction involves various consultations to make 
the connection between the physical arrangement, intensity and 
distance of sensory effects. 

In order to find a practical solution to contribute to tenants 
inclusion with their neighbors, it doesn’t matter whether the groups 
have gatherings or not, but there is little freedom or equal occasion 
to select where individuals and groups desire to live—a lack of 
choice and exclusion concerns the tenants. While the economic 
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Table 2. Classification of passive/negative issues of Chongqing low-rental          

housing projects (to promote or prevent visual and auditory contact)

design sacrifices voluntarily more communication, and in turn 
conveys less reliability and responsibility. For the residents, it is 
not enjoyable to stay and chat with their neighbors in the corridor, 
even though it should be emphasized, that neighbors in low-rent 
residences are not closely knit due to mutually unstable dwelling 
situations. 

The two cases do not incorporate a ground garden for 
entertainment activities or more participation and engagement in 
more emotional exchanges among neighbors. In the long run, the 
core value is that which could cultivate neighborly trust and show 
mutual respect and this is also low. Actually, inhabitants in outside 
deprived (less well-off) regions are more sensitive to aloofness and 
delinquency. In meeting personal demands for a private, peaceful, 
and secure neighborhood, we fault the two cases for concentrating 
on the physical characteristics of lodging and ignoring the social, 
cultural and psychological influences that contribute to vitality (or 
dullness). 

Both projects are focused entirely on high-rises. The basic 
composition of the site is concrete building shells with a simple 
landscaped-garden. On general observation, we saw a series of 
vacant concrete paths flanked on both sides by columns of 33-story 
apartment buildings. A high percentage of residents interviewed 
expressed their belief that the low-cost settlements were built 
specifically for poor tenants; they didn’t expect much from the 
interior design or the environmental planning. 

For local tenants, to have their own house is a special privilege 
and family privacy is mistakenly taken as a synonym for anonymity 
and a means to be segregated from anyone other than a select group 
of friends and family. And, relaxation time provides satisfaction and 
creates a more tolerant attitude to the growing crowded housing 
situation. [Fig. 1] shows how the entrance path to each high rise is 
through the ground garden. In this neighborhood, the ground level 
is the favorite place to rest and entertain among residents. The first 
floor of such buildings is planned with a commercial program in 
mind which provides facilities with respect to entertainment and 
convenient living. In interviews, the ground garden functions as 
both residents’ main path and communication. Those surveyed 
chose the words ‘tolerable’ and ‘necessary’ to describe both the 
spatial construction and the community (refer to the survey of 
community experience). The level of social relationship between 
tenants in neighboring buildings, providing appropriate climatic-
responsive conditions, and having a sense of collectivity (belonging) 

and community spirit among neighborhoods, all these areas in 
which residents expect less than satisfaction provide us scope for 
our research.

Community experience
The survey conducted by the authors provided more penetrating 

feedback towards houses from their neighbors, and towards 
the low, socially-emotional relations in the given spaces. Table 3 
explores the main thrust of the discussion above concerning the 
low-rent housing’s private, mutual character. In the eyes of the 
majority of tenants, the two public rental projects have offered little 
to foster communal interaction so far as to provide nourishing 
circumstances for the growth and improvement of family life and, 
particularly, of the whole community. 

According to our interviewed tenants, results showed that 
most of them experienced social mobility, with travel to recent 
improved accommodation from a shantytown to a low-rent 
neighborhood; however, the situation still denies them the intimate 
comfort of a long-existing community. Most of them point out 
that the ‘old neighborhood’ where everyone knew each other’s 
business has disappeared here. ‘Knowing nobody, having no 
acquaintance’ establishes resounding proof for the link between 
a poor experience of community and the low-frequency use of 
the neighborhoodMedium or low satisfaction may reflect their 
concern about the neighborhood environment. It may be due 
to individuals are expected more on depending on the outside 
environment resource (Park, 1952), particularly migrants might 
need support network through neighborhood to better adapt to 
the new environment. In fact, among the tenants surveyed, both 
the perception of neighborhood quality and neighborly relations 
are assessed as significantly low, but neighborhood safety and 
maintaining privacy reach the majority’s expectations. This is partly 
due to the designers’ wish to shelter them with as much privacy 
as possible to adapt to their unfamiliar environment. Therefore, 
despite people in the two low-rent housing areas living a decent 
life; they consider the community they inhabit to be a moderately 
secluded one. 

Amongst the four scopes of sense of collectivity observed, the 
feedback disclosed that tenants generally looked forward to having 
more of a social life; yet, they were somewhat less prepared to 
participate in this due to the unsuitable conditions. 

Pertaining to community contributions, surveyed tenants 
showed an interest in communal life, but showed that there was a 
lack of opportunity to enter into this. In the ‘intimacy perception’ 
column in Table 3, evaluation of their neighborly contact and their 
suggestions for inspiring conversation were given. In comparison, 
tenants’ subjective requirements for self-involvement in neighborly 
affairs weigh more than the architects’ evaluation. In conclusion, 
the majority of the residents’ need for community spirit is clearly 
underestimated.

Sociologists found evidence suggesting that as neighborhood 
units take their places within the community, from a society 
of acquaintances to the unfamiliar environment, they become 
acquaintances again. This transformation has led to a hardening 
of the social gap and recommendations to organize residents for 
the sake of mutual voluntary help to demonstrate cooperation, 
respect and concern for others among neighbors. A harmonious 
community can be cultivated better by neighborly interaction.
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Table 3. Responses from residents viewing the sense of collectivity                                  
in Kangju xicheng and Mingxin jiayuan community.

* In the survey we asked respondents to tell us about their attitude 
toward the sense of collectivity in terms of like/dislike choices. While 
analyzing the results, we categorized answers of LIKE as POSITIVE 
attitudes and DISLIKE as NEGATIVE attitudes.

Table 4. Attitude to Annoyances.

Although there are always some residents who value complete 
privacy and perhaps have antipathy toward exchanging reduced 
privacy for frequent social acquaintances, would architects and 
planners seek any improvements in encouraging direct and open 
neighborly communication? How can sustainable considerations 
combine with ethical responsibility, and in a concrete space re-
establish the essential connection between surroundings and 
human activity, and in turn later unite individuals with each other? 
Would an inclination be bred where people are more approachable, 
companionable and less anonymous? If the above ideas are 
practical, what are the boundaries of the private exposure people 
generally accept to strangers in terms of a space plan? 

Annoyances
One key phenomenon is at the back of the process of low-rent 

housing—physical marginalization—starting from early spatial 
location along the suburbs of the city, gradually, moving to the more 
and more isolated margins of the city. Numerous and consistent 
societal influences have exacerbated the loss of a meaningful 
collective life (Giulani V and Feldman R, 1993). This reveals itself 
in the hidden chain of worsening social surroundings and the few 
life chances in the shady districts of the low-rent housing projects: 
the people who get the opportunity to enjoy the social housing are 
actually being marginalized physically (Loïc Wacquant, 2008). 

The surveyed tenants were previously more pleased with their 
traditional lives, and at present they feel lonelier and more socially 
isolated. This could be due, in part, to the low-income population 
depending more on public resources. Predictably, the conditions 
of the low-rent housing lag behind those of other communities 
by a great margin. Table 4 offers evidence of tenants’ attitude to 
annoyances in their recent living situation. 

As for functional quality and, whether the public environment 
invites or repels it, a high proportion of tenants expressed the view 
that site density (site coverage) constrains their degree of physical 
and emotional comfort. With respect to the hazardous conditions 
and enduring nuisances of the site and environment, ‘noise, 
radiation, and exhaust fumes’ are defined as the principal nuisance 
items, and these are most likely produced by airports, commuter 
traffic routes, industrial processing plants, or biochemical plants. 
Most of these hard-to-measure effects or hidden obstacles to 
residents’ wellbeing are facilities and resources necessary to the life 
of a community and, however well managed, they will still create 
undesirable if not harmful conditions. The chronic absence of these 
fundamental services is usually exacerbated by the fact that low-
rent houses are located in the marginalized area, and have duty 
preference items. 

In the selection of projects, even though it merits a completely 
separate research of its own accord, the issues of the hidden chain of 
worries must be tackled clearly. Low-cost housing gradually creates 
an impression of tenants that are physically marginalized—situated 
at the very bottom/edge of the hierarchical social ladder (Friedmann 
and Wolff, 1982; Fan C, 2002; Davis M, 1992; Setha M, 2011). This 
may culminate in conflict, chaos and disorder which would serve 
as a lesson and an instructive precedent for low-rent housing in 
Chongqing city or even over the whole of China. 

In t he analysis  ab ove,  to s ome extent,  t he majority  of 
governmental-subsidized rental housing stock is more inclined 
to be located in vulnerable areas. Paradoxically, the negative 
effects on the results of the site examination on residential 
satisfaction can be connected to the advantages of these sites. For 
the present situation, ‘low-cost’ is equal to ‘planned shrinkage’ of 
daily services, especially the relocation of stock is a forced choice. 
Unfortunately at present, this is the very nature of low-cost housing 
programs. A small percentage (17-23%) of tenants reported that 
they felt inconvenienced by transportation or too much time-
consuming commuting. A small percentage suggested that they 
felt uncomfortable with access to normal places due to the lack of 
developed public facilities, medical treatment development, etc. 
As a result, the ‘hard-to-measure’ effects of hidden hazards on a 
neighborhood are important to residents and of great concern.



144 Xueni Peng1 and Jin Baek

4. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS: FROM BOTH AN 
ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIAL PERSPECTIVE

Therefore, the main goal are proved that the type and spatial 
distribution of this social low-rent housing stock evidence 
negative housing and community effects that probably convey 
on some difficulties both for inhabitants and to the future of the 
social housing. Looking at the estates tenants’ experience through 
questionnaires, the negative feedback is shown. First, by focusing 
on visible comfort, we examine the residents’ experience, the 
problems they have to go through consist of interior crowding 
condition, limited facilities and services, and ventilation inside 
the housing. Second, our findings also underline the need to 
problematize the notion of an invisible comfort. From public 
spaces, community interactions, annoyances, the interviewees 
distrust their neighbors and believe they live in makeshift housing 
instead of a home with emotional support. The low-levels of self-
esteem in solving key aspects of shelter present themselves in 
most of the interviews as yet another signal of what some writers 
desirable as what—in the words of Turner (1976: 51)—‘a housing 
does to the people’.

We also have evidence of the likely effects on social outcomes, 
and the findings that both the proximity of housing complexes 
to existing urban areas and, social interaction and community 
spirit are closely connected with contentment in low-rent 
neighborhoods. Also, the sustainability of the neighborhood 
can be assessed best as we have recorded in this paper through 
observations of interference, area-planning, supply of facilities 
and the rate of crime which by necessity limits construction in 
two clear ways: locality (the cheapest land is far from the city 
limits) and quality of destination (tenement blocks are built with 
minimal consideration for residents’ affective needs). 

Our analysis of two low-rent housing projects in China has 
directed the planning trend towards weakening considerations 
in terms of these hybrid spaces. In regard to the merits and 
draw backs of  the col lective planning of  housing,  major 
participants have also pointed out that designers fail to offer 
places for meeting and socializing in this neighboring community. 
The controversial point we raised is whether to create a vigorous, 
public-spirited atmosphere that makes the community stronger, 
instead of a cloistered existence with little interaction with anyone 
except friends and family. As reflected in the survey, residents 
desire a more collective community, instead of being isolated 
from each other.

Also, there is a geographically bigger disparity between 
commercial housing and low-rent (affordable) housing. ‘low-
rent housing’ by definition has gradually come to mean ‘cheap-
equipped space’, and ‘people living with dignity’ has turned 
out to be a Chinese pipe-dream as well. If this trend were to 
continue, it seems that in less than a generation such affordable 
housing could become much less desirable.  Even though 
the issue of housing quality remains unresolved, we must be 
clear also about what we mean by ‘affordability’, ‘privacy’ and 
‘community’ when considering how to make comfortable low-
rent housing and to develop a blueprint for the future trends of 
public design. 

5. CONCLUSION

Our idea of low-rent housing is widely based on economic and 
private-sheltered life aspects. It makes sense because social rental 
housing is intended to address the housing-adequacy problems 
of a wide variety of lower to middle-class communities. The study 
above demonstrates a comfort/convenience is also another primary 
consideration. 

For Jan Gehl (1987), reciprocal relationship between buildings 
place an emphasis on public dominion and on the ground, and the 
places and facilities of residents who stop or involve in numerous 
social activities at various configuration, all these aspects together 
contribute to an atmosphere where dwellings will definitely 
function warmly/space rich with emotions instead of functioning 
as machines (house cages). In other words, as the social life for 
tenants to perceive positively, so do assist their adaptation that how 
different individuals (families) live together with harmony. 

Another deep concern weights our attention in the two housing 
projects is both space types and design elements have an effect on 
residents’ healthy social environment. Similar to the engineering 
methods used for housing design, spatial component such as 
categorized as ‘seating, scenic, circular, active and inactive space’, 
these spatial arrangement elements provide a range of possible 
qualitative points for presenting corresponding designs. 

Often research into the physical and social needs of tenants and 
planning for their practical communal activities in these projects 
are lacking. Instead groups of more engineering-minded designers 
tend to emphasize more the mechanical and the social-cultural 
dimensions, then finally decide on a specific practice in making a 
residential building. Consequently, the practical functions of an 
individual tenant are highly promoted as key aspects of improving 
social interaction to make dwellers’ lives worth living there, 
however without a community perspective all efforts are in vain.

Community, variety, harmony and connectivity are essential for 
neighborhoods’ sustainability and the setting makes such values 
show through the physical catalyst though peoples’ performance 
and lifestyles can boost or annoy ecological sustainability 
endeavors. 

Moreover, researchers have been recognizing the necessity 
of value of multidisciplinary research works when the physical 
environment does not work greatly on harmonious community. 
There shows a requirement for more multidisciplinary sides with 
applicable technical approaches (such as physical or social science, 
or economics, etc) to advice the present green systems towards 
more holistic approaches.
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